Trans-Atlantic abolitionist networks had begun to form in the decade before the American Revolution. A network of anti-slavery polemicists formed "in the context of the collapse of the first British empire." But such "networking" had begun even before the Anglo-American conflict intensified. The wealthy Virginia merchant Robert Pleasants, himself a Quaker, began to correspond with Anthony Benezet by 1765. Benezet himself initiated correspondence with leading Quakers in other colonies, including those in New Jersey. Benezet had done much to initiate transAtlantic networks; he also did much to initiate local networks. He recognized the need for action across the British Empire, but he concurrently recognized the need for local and intra-colonial action. 4 Benezet thus forged ties with British abolitionists such as Granville Sharp, and sought the support of Benjamin Franklin, then in London. 5 He also forged such connections at the local level.
In New Jersey, he corresponded with and befriended Samuel Allinson, who had political By the early 1770s, many Americans who, like Allinson, opposed slavery realized that the complete abolition of slavery was not a politically realistic goal. Quakers themselves had moved toward their anti-slavery position only over several generations, and the Philadelphia Yearly
Meeting did not mandate that all slaves owned by its membership be set free until 1776.
Nonetheless, a diligent effort emerged to place restrictions on the "peculiar institution." Two more limited goals thus emerged-restricting the importation of slaves into the colonies and easing legal requirements for their manumission. Anthony Benezet clearly believed that the abolition of the slave trade was a vital first step toward full emancipation. Additionally, sentiment for such a ban had developed in other colonies where little widespread sentiment existed for full abolition, such as Maryland and Virginia. Benezet focused his efforts on the mid-Atlantic, where abolitionist sentiment was greater, and economic dependence on slavery was less, than in the Chesapeake colonies. 6 Furthermore, the James Somerset case in Great Britain provided encouragement to abolitionists in British North America. In 1772, the Lord Chief Justice, the 1 st Earl of Mansfield, had ruled that James Somerset, a Caribbean slave brought into Britain by his owner, was free upon setting foot on the soil of the British Isles. The Somerset case did not bring about full emancipation throughout the Empire, and its impact in the British Isles themselves was debated. But some 6 Zilversmit 85-9. Christopher Leslie Brown acknowledged Benezet's effort to "look beyond the borders of the Society of Friends" and consider the matter in imperial and Atlantic contexts. Benezet also sought to bring "regional leaders" into that larger context, thus linking local and imperial efforts against slavery. See Brown, Echoing Sharp, the writer asserted that only colonial assemblies had the right to prohibit slave importation into their respective colonies. Implicit here was that the colonial assemblies had authority to restrict slavery and should be petitioned as well. opponents of slavery, changing these laws would be a logical, and politically realistic, starting point from which to move forward.
When the second session of the 22 nd Assembly of the Province of New Jersey convened on November 10, 1773, it received, during its nearly four-month sitting, petitions from nine counties-Burlington, Monmouth, Cumberland, Essex, Middlesex, Gloucester, Salem, Somerset, and Hunterdon-and Burlington City calling for some type of restrictions on slavery. 16 Many of them spoke of the "distressed state" of slaves, the "mischiefs arising from the toleration of personal slavery," and "the calamitous condition" of slaves. Nonetheless, rather than calling for full abolition, the petitioners restricted their requests to easing those rigid requirements for manumission and banning further importation of slaves. presented their petitions to the Assembly that convened in 1773, they employed a process accepted and respected by custom and tradition. 18 Successful legislative action entailed persuading a religiously diverse body to agree to the proposals set forth largely by Quakers. Only seven of the thirty Assembly members were Quakers.
The 22
nd Assembly, elected in 1772, also included ten Presbyterians, five Anglicans, four Dutch
Reformed congregants, three Baptists, and one member of unknown religious affiliation.
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Quakers thus had to reach beyond their own membership and form political alliances with their colleagues from other denominations. They looked first to counties with sizable Quaker populations, some of which elected both a Quaker and a non-Quaker to represent them. "excellent Constitution," with "superior advantages which so eminently distinguish it from all others yet known." The presence of slavery was "inimical and destructive" to the constitution.
Quakers clearly sought to present a petition that drew on the rhetoric employed at least since the Stamp Act crisis of 1765, thus establishing a political and rhetorical connection with the nonQuaker majority in Burlington. Even so, Quakers did voice their own religious and ethical objections to slavery. Its consequences proved "greatly pernicious to the morals of the people among whom it prevails" and its practice was inconsistent with the "spirit and tenour" of the Christian religion.
But after excoriating the evils of slavery itself, the petitioners limited their requests to those matters of changing the manumission law and ending slave imports. End the "cruelty and injustice" of the slave trade, the petitioners demanded. "Fellow creatures," "yearly forced from the State of Liberty assigned them by Providence," deserved respect for that divinely ordained state. Owners of slaves already in New Jersey should benefit from "such an alteration of Laws" that would enable them to free their slaves "when so disposed." 20 Quakers in Salem County thus formulated a pragmatic approach, petitioning for limited objectives in the context of their deepening conviction that slavery itself had to be ended.
The numerous petitions advocating restrictions on slavery faced developing opposition, based mainly in Monmouth County and the city of Perth Amboy. Petitioners in those jurisdictions voiced concerns about the "number of petitions" for a bill to allow the "more equitable manumission of slaves" in the colony, fearing that it was "likely to pass." These petitioners argued that the law already on the books was "full as easy to those owners who have a mind to set their slaves free." Any revision of the law's requirements could compromise the "safety" of the province. Furthermore, the petitioners argued that "Negroes, both in slavery and freedom," were "a very dangerous people to have general freedom in any province in His Majesty's dominions."
Keeping them in subjection proved very difficult and would become more so if more slaves were "generally set free."
The petitions from Monmouth County ironically concluded with an appeal to "preserve the liberty of the white people in this province." In freeing slaves, the legislature would "bring us into bondage which when once done would be very difficult to get rid of." The "barbarous creatures," if freed, would prove "very disagreeable" and would prove "more likely to set easy under slavery Salem, did not arrive until February 8, 1774. Only after all of this activity did opponents of easing manumission requirements rouse themselves to action (see Table I On February 16, 1774, the Assembly followed Boudinot's advice and voted to print the bill in its published minutes, rather than taking final action on it. The final vote on this action was twenty-one in favor to eight opposed, with Assembly members from most of the counties with large Quaker populations, and smaller slave populations (see Table III ), in West Jersey supporting the motion. Significantly, the two members from Monmouth County, where petitioners on both sides of the issue had made their wishes known, divided on the measure. The one member from
Perth Amboy who voted opposed printing the bill for the electorate's consideration (Table II) . When the second session of the 22 nd Provincial Assembly adjourned on March 11, 1774, the bill to ease requirements for manumission and ban the importation of slaves into New Jersey remained under consideration. Even so, Samuel Allinson was less than optimistic about its prospects for final passage. In a letter to Granville Sharp, he made note of plans to publish the text of the bill. Most of all, Allinson feared that the delay in final passage would not be beneficial.
That delay would only allow "enemies to rise up against it, thinking it strikes their interest."
Allinson knew that he had to regroup his forces and adapt his arguments for the bill to win passage at a future sitting of the legislature.
Samuel Allinson thus urged a prudent and cautious strategy to keep the bill alive. He urged wider dissemination of the pamphlet by William Dillwyn published the year before "to recommend the above mentioned bill." Allinson hoped that Dillwyn's arguments would counter opponents' fears and carry the day. He urged "friends of the poor Negroes" to "avoid the neglect of their cause." But at the same time, he urged them to also avoid "an intemperate zeal" repugnant to some
Assembly members who might prove pliant to more moderate and practical arguments. (Table I) . 31 But the Assembly again voted to defer consideration of the bill to its "next session"
by a vote of thirteen to ten. Assembly members from four of the county's strongly Quaker for example-opposed the deferral, possibly hoping to kill any chance of the bill's passage then and there (Table II) . 32 As the Assembly met, at least one statement of support for the bill appeared in the press. On January 12, 1775, "Benevolus," writing in the New York Journal, called upon the Assembly members to approve the bill. He recited arguments set forth over the previous two years, but he placed those arguments in the context of actions of the Continental Congress that had met in Philadelphia the previous fall. He noted that that Congress's call for an end to the importation of slaves offered a "prudent system of conduct as promises fair to answer the warmest desires of the numerous sons of freedom." Based on the rhetoric and actions of the Continental Congress, "Benevolus" noted Congress's implicit assumption that "slavery to an Englishman is worse than death." Thus, Americans needed to "inquire into our own conduct, lest we put the most powerful weapons into the hands of our enemies." He further noted that one of Congress's most important recommendations, presumably the one regarding the slave trade, "seems to be generally overlooked." "Benevolus" urged the Assembly not to overlook "the cry of half a million wretched beings." He turned to the Scriptures, pointing out that St. Paul equated "man-stealers" with murderers.
33 Perpetuation of such sinful behavior would prevent "a favorable answer to our prayers." Every slave was an "unanswerable argument against your own claim to freedom."
"Benevolus" then shifted to more pragmatic political arguments. He did not advocate the immediate abolition of slavery, which would expose the slaves to "poverty and distress" without "properly preparing them for supporting themselves." Nevertheless, the New Jersey Assembly 32 Ibid., 46. 33 I Timothy 1:9-10. The word is translated from the original Greek as "men stealers" in the King James Version, and as "slave traders" in the New International Version, a twentieth century translation of the Scriptures.
could commence "the work of reformation" and "provide for their [the slaves'] rising generation" in a way "pleasing to heaven, and your country." The legislators should provide slaves with "the same strict and impartial justice you require and demand for yourselves." 
